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THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which fornns the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-2 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Kipp (US 5,890,136) in view of Wroblewski (US 4,677,308). Kipp discloses 
a carrying nneans (44), image display means (24) (see also col. 6, lines 56-59), 
and a control system that controls the article retrieval (see fig's 1-3), and an order 
station (24 and 1 08-1 1 8) (see fig's 1 , 3 and 5). 

Kipp does not expressly disclose, but Wroblewski discloses continuously 
updating a display system with information from a variety of sensors along a 
conveyor like transport system (see abstract and Claim 1 of Wroblewski). 

Both Kipp and Wroblewski are considered to be analogous art because 
Kipp discloses an automatic ordering system with a conveyor and inventory 
control sensors, while Wroblewski discloses taking the information from such 
sensors and displaying it on a computer screen (display). 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art to have displayed information from various sensors throughout the 
ordering system of Kipp on a computer display for a customer or an operator of 
the system. 
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The suggestion/motivation would have been to "establish a history of the 
status of the bus, sensors and switches." See Wroblewski, abstract, last five 
lines. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Kipp and Wroblewski in 
order to obtain the invention as described in Claims 1-3. 

Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kipp (US 5,890,136) in view of Wroblewski (US 4,677,308) and further in view of 
Rivalto (US 5.482,139). Kipp and Wroblewski disclose the system as deacribed 
above. Kipp does not expressly disclose, but Rivalto discloses use of a touch 
screen (18) in an automated ordering system. 

Both Kipp and Rivalto are analogous art because they both concern 
automated ordering systems. 

At the time of the invention, it would have been obvious to one ordinarily 
skilled in the art to have used a touch screen at the customer station (24) of Kipp. 

The suggestion/motivation would have been to provide an interactive 
menu driven customer input environment. See Rivalto, col. 46-50. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to combine Kipp, Wroblewski and 
Rivalto in order to obtain the invention as described in Claim 3. 

Conclusion 

3. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Mueller '509 and Kipp '363 are cited as further examples 
of automated ordering systems. 
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4. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Jeffrey A. Shapiro whose telephone number 
is (703)308-3423. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday, 
9:00 AM-5:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Donald P. Walsh can be reached on (703)306-4173. The 
fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). 
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